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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to Amendment filed June 6, 2007. 

2. Claims 1-20 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 9, and 17 are independent claims. 
This Office Action is made final. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1, 9, and 17 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Re claim 1 , the applicant is advised to rewrite the phrase "the call is to the code" 
as "the call to the code" for clarification. 

Re claims 9 and 17, they have the same objection as seen in claim 1. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on (e) 
the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed in 
the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application tiled in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-2, 4-13, 15-18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Erev et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2003/0084106). 
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Re claim 1, Erev discloses in Figures 2-5 a method for replacing an email 
attachment associated with an email with a call to code (e.g. abstract and Figure 2 
wherein the call is the reference to the location of the attachment which stored in the 
media store server and further the call to code is the reference to the location as URI seen 
in paragraph [0005]), the method comprising: 

removing the email attachment from the email, and producing a stripped email 
(e.g. RS2 in Figure 2 which remove the attachment from the email message generated 
from the attachment box); 

storing the email attachment (e.g. storing the attachment as multi-media data in 
the media 2 in Figure 2); 

adding the call to the stripped email (e.g. generate a reference as call and attach to 
the email prior sending to the RC 1 in Figure 2), 

generating the call (e.g. paragraphs [0014-0020] wherein the reference to the 
location is dynamically generated corresponding to the location of storing the 
attachment), wherein the call is to the code that downloads the email attachment upon 
activation of the call by a recipient of the strip email (e.g. paragraphs [0009] and [0019]); 
and 

forwarding the stripped email with the call to the recipient upon activation of the 
call (e.g. from RS2 to RC1 in Figure 2). 

Re claim 2, Erev further discloses in Figures 2-5 receiving a request for 
transmission of the email attachment in response to activation of the call (e.g. paragraph 
[0019] wherein the request is made from the media client to the media store); and 
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transmitting the email attachment to the recipient in response to the request (e.g. the 
media store send the attachment file as multi-media data corresponding to the reference 
to the media client). 

Re claim 4, Erev further discloses in Figures 2-5 partitioning a mail server to 
create the attachment server (e.g. paragraph [0089] wherein the mail server and media 
server are located in the same machine). 

Re claim 5, Erev further discloses in Figures 2-5 storing comprises storing the 
email attachment in storage associated with an attachment server (e.g. file is stored from 
SCI to media store in Figure 2), the attachment server being configured to transmit the 
email attachment in response to activation of the call by the recipient (e.g. paragraph 
[0035]). 

Re claim 6, Erev further discloses in Figures 2-5 adding the call comprises adding 
code to the email, the code being configured to automatically execute upon display of the 
email via an email client associated with the recipient, to request transmission of the 
email attachment (e.g. paragraphs [0032-0035] wherein the code is the reference in form 
ofURI). 

Re claim 7, Erev further discloses in Figures 2-5 adding the call comprises adding 
a hyperlink to the stripped email, wherein the hyperlink is configured to initiate code 
associated with the email attachment to transmit the email attachment to the recipient 
(e.g. paragraphs [0005 and 0032-0035]). 

Re claim 8, Erev further discloses in Figures 2-5 the hyperlink, upon activation, 
initiates access to an Internet protocol address associated with the code for the retrieval of 
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the email attachment (e.g. paragraphs [0032-0035] wherein the code is the reference in 
formofURI). 

Re claim 9, it is a device claim of claim 1 . Thus, claim 9 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 1. 

Re claim 10, it is a device claim of claim 2. Thus, claim 10 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 2. 

Re claim 1 1, it is a device claim of claim 3. Thus, claim 1 1 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 3. 

Re claim 12, it is a device claim of claim 4. Thus, claim 12 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 4. 

Re claim 13, it is a device claim of claim 5. Thus, claim 13 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 5. 

Re claim 15, it is a device claim of claim 7. Thus, claim 15 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 7. 

Re claim 16, it is a device claim of claim 6. Thus, claim 16 is also rejected under 
the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 6. 

Re claim 17, it is a computer-accessible medium claim of claim 1. Thus, claim 17 
is also rejected under the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 1 . 

Re claim 18, it is a computer-accessible medium claim of claim 2. Thus, claim 18 
is also rejected under the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 2. 

Re claim 20, it is a computer-accessible medium claim of claim 4. Thus, claim 20 
is also rejected under the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 5. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 3, 14, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Erev 
et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2003/0084106) in view of Hanna et al. (U.S. 7,054,905). 

Re claim 3, Erev fails to disclose in Figures 2-5 authenticating the request prior to 
transmission of the email attachment. However, Hanna et al. disclose the step of 
authenticating the request prior to transmission of the email attachment (e.g. 3 14 in 
Figure 3 as authentication is required prior downloading attachment from server). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the at the time 
the invention is made to add the step of authenticating the request prior to transmission of 
the email attachment as seen in Hanna et al.'s invention into Erev et al.'s invention 
because it would enable to allow only authorized user to view the attachment for security 
reason (e.g. col. 5 lines 7-16). 

Re claim 14, it has similar limitations cited in claim 3. Thus, claim 14 is also 
rejected under the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 3. 

Re claim 19, it is a storage type accessible medium claim of claim 3. Thus, claim 
19 is also rejected under the same rationale as cited in the rejection of rejected claim 3. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed June 6, 2007 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argues in page 9 third paragraph for claim all independent claims that the 
cited reference by Erev fails to disclose the limitation "the call is to code" wherein the email 
attachment is called by a piece of generated code wherein the call may be represented by a 
hyperlink to the generated code to forward the email. 

The examiner respectfully submits that the argued limitations above are either clearly, 
inherently, or expressively seen in the primary reference wherein the call to the code is the 
inserted reference dynamically generated upon the activation path as seen in Figure 2. This 
reference is represented by the hyperlink (e.g. paragraph [0005]) to a dynamic and specific 
location of the attachment email. Further, this inserted reference is not only the pointer to the 
location but it also can be executed to stream the attachment upon the activation. 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
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CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuoc H. Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-3919. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on 571-272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is. assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have. questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Phuoc H Nguyen 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 



August 19, 2007 



